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SUMMARY

This report analyzes the socioeco-
nomic factors associated with the educa-
tional  attainment of farm and nonfarm
youths., Data are from the 1960 Census
-of Population. Emphasis is on the factors
related to variations in school dropout
rates and on the socioeconomic status of
school dropouts andhigh school graduates.
A summary of results follows:

1. In general, dropout rates for
youths 16 to 17, and 18 to 19 years old
were lowest in urban areas and highest in
rural-nonfarm areas.

2. Urban-rural differences in esti-
mated dropout rates for 16- and 17-year-
olds largely disappeared when parental
income, education, and occupation were
considered. The higher dropout rates of
rural youths 16 and 17 years oldoccurred
largely in families in which parental ed-
ucation was low, where income and edu-
cation of the father was low, or where the
father was employed in a laborer or blue-
collar occupation.

3. Most school dropouts had com-
pleted at least 9 years of school, which
means that they left at some time during
high school. There were, however, sub-
stantial differences between whites and
Negroes and between youths in various
residence categories in the proportions of
dropouts with some high school education.
Only about 1 in 4 Negro male dropouts
who were farm residents in 1960 had
completed as much as 1 year of high
school, compared with about 68 percent of
white males living in the urban fringe
areas.

4. The proportion of school dropouts
among youths 16-24 yearsoldrangedfrom
over %0 percent for Negro and Indian youths
to less than 10 percent for Japanese and
Chinese youths. Dropout rates for youths
in families whose parents were born in

Northern or Western Europe or in Central

and Eastern Europe were substantially
lower than those for youths whose parents
were born in the United States. Although
socioeconomic differences between the
families of Japanese and Chinese youths
and those of Negro and Indian youths may
account for the lower dropout rates of

iii

Japanese and Chinese, suchdifferences do

‘not account for the lower rates of Japanese

and Chinese compared with whites.

5. There was a high positive cor-
relation, by family categories, between the
proportion of dropouts aged 16 and 17,
and 18 and 19, and the proportions of per-
sons 2years younger but enrolledin grades
below normal for their age. This suggests
that dropping out of school is partly the
result of a longer period of school re-
tardation.

6. Data on labor force and occu-

pational status showed sharp differences

between graduates and dropouts in the
proportions in the labor force, in white-
collar occupations, and inthe unemployed.
In all cases the differences were in favor
of high school graduates. Differences in
unemployment rates between male drop-
outs with some high school experience
and those who had only a grade school
education were negligible., This may re-
flect the greater importance attached to
a high school diplomaitself than to com-
pletion of a given level of school below
graduation.

7. School dropout rates were dis-
proportionately high among families with
low incomes., Further, school dropouts
18-24 years old who had formed their
own families had incomes substantially
below the average of those of high school
graduates. Income differences associated
with educational attainment widened with
age, For example, income differences
were greater among heads of families
aged 22-24 than among 18- and 19-year old
family heads, perhaps because the pre-
sumed advantages of educational attain-
ment had not had time to become import-
ant.

8. Information on the marital status
of dropouts and graduates showed that the
proportion of young woimen who were
school dropouts and who had married
and borne children was relatively high,
Marriage and child-bearing were probably
important reasons why young women drop-
ped out of school.



9. For both farm and all males
25-64 years old, higher incomes were
directly related to higher levels of educa-
tional attainment. Income differences also
increased with age so that the effect of
education appears to be cumulative., How-
ever, income differences attributable to
educational differences between farm and
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all other males were less important than
the lower incomes receivedby farm males
with the same level of educational attain-
ment as that of all males. Differences in
occupational distribution rather than in
educational attainment are probably more
important in accounting for farm-nonfarm
income differences.



CHARACTERISTICS OF SCHOOL DROPOUTS AND HIGH SCHOOL
GRADUATES, FARM AND NONFARM,.1960.1/

James D. Cowhig
Farm Population Branch
Economic and Statistical Analysis Division
Economic Research Service

INTRODUCTION

Earlier reports have shown de-
creases in school retardation and school
dropout rates among farm and nonfarm
youths between 1950 and 1960; they also
showed substantial wvariations in these
rates when related to age, color and
region of residence (1, 2) 2/. This report
analyzes additional data Trom the 1960
Census of Population to determine the
social and economic characteristics as-
sociated with varying levels of educational
attainment of farm and nonfarm youths,
and seeks to answer questions such as
the following: How do school dropout rates
differ among youths living in urban and
rural communities? What are the relation-
ships between educational level, occupa-
tional status, and income position of
families and school dropout rates? How
does the occupational status of school
dropouts compare with that of high school
graduates? Within urban and rural areas,
how do school dropout rates vary with
ethnic and racial backgrounds?

Despite the fact that school dropout
rates declined between 1950 and 1960, the
problems of school dropouts are receiving
more attention now than at any time in
the past, One reason for this concern is
the increase in the size of the school-age
population so that even a lowered dropout
rate results in a large number of actual
dropouts. A second and more important
reason is recognition of the vital influence
of education on the quality of the Nation’s
labor force and on the career of the in-
dividual. In a labor market where high
school education has become the norm,
and where more and more occupations

require college education or post-high
school training, young persons with low
levels of educational attainment face not
only immediate problems of obtaining
employment but also long-range social
and economic disadvantages,

Education will almost certainly be-
come more important as technological
developments create a greater demand for
well-educated workers. This should be
kept in mind in considering the impli-
cations of the following data on the educa-
tional status of youths 16-24 years old,
most of whom will spend 40 years or more
in the labor force.

Source of data.-- For the mostpart,
data in this report were derived from the
Subjects Reports of the 1960 Census of

Population, which contain information on
the school-age population of the United
States in detail never before available
(8, 9). The analysis focuses on the socio-
economic factors related to variations in
school dropout rates among youths 16-24
years old. Where data were not available
for the computation of dropout rates,
comparisons were made between the social
and economic characteristics of school
dropouts and those of persons who had
graduated from high school.

1/ This report was prepared under the general direction of
Louis J, Ducoff, Chief, Farm Population Branch,

2/ Underscored figures in parentheses refer to items in
Literature Cited,



School dropouts are defined as per-
sons 16-24 years old in 1960 who were not
enrolled in school and who had completed
fewer than 12 years of regular schooling.

(See Definitions and Explanations, page 28,
for descriptions of terms used in this
report).

SCHOOL DROPOUT RATES FOR 16- TO 24-YEAR-OLDS: 1960

By residence and ethnic back-
ground.--About 27 percent of the 21.3 mil-
lion persons 16-24 years old in 1960 had
completed less than 12 years of school
and were not enrolled in school (table 1).
The substantial differences between the
proportions of school dropouts among 16-
and 17-year-olds (16 percent) and those
18 to 24 years old (ranging from 27 to 34
percent) are due, in part, to State laws
that provide for compulsory school at-
tendance to age 17 or 18,

Dropout rates for white persons of
various ethnicbackgrounds and for various
nonwhite races show that the lowest white
dropout rates were for youths from fami-
lies where one or both parents were born
in Northernor Western Europe (16 percent)
or in Central or Eastern Europe (13 per-
cent). These dropout rates were only about
60 percent as highasthose for native-born
whites and about 37 percent as high as
those for all foreign-born whites. Among
whites, the highest dropout rate (40 per-
cent) was that for foreign-born youths,

These ethnic variations in dropout
rates may be due to differences in socio-
economic status that are related to ethnic
background, to differences in the import-
ance placed on education by parents from
various ethnic backgrounds, or to scholas-
tic problems, such as language barriers,
encountered by foreign-born youths.

As earlier reports have shown, non-
white rates were higher than those of
‘whites. High nonwhite dropout rates,
however, are due to the high rates for
Negroes and Indians (table 1). For ex-
ample, 44 percent of all Negroes 16-24,
compared with 25 percent of all whites
in the same age group, were school drop-
outs. At ages 22-24, 56 percent of all
Negroesand 63 percent of all American
Indians, compared with 31 percent of
whites, were school dropouts,

In sharp contrasttothe highrates for
Negroes and American Indians, dropout
rates for Japanese and Chinese youths
were the lowest of any ethnic or racial
category for which data were published.
The dropout rate of 10 percent for Japa-
nese and Chinese 16-24 yearsold wasonly
40 percent as high as the rate for native-
born whites, Even at ages 22-24, where
dropout rates are characteristically high,
only 15 percent of Japanese and Chinese,
compared with 31 percent of native-born
whites, were school dropouts.

From published census data it is
not possible to determine the reasons for
these ethnic and racial differences in
dropout rates, but the data do provide
information on some of the social and
economic characteristics associated with
the variations. For example, compared
with Negroes and Indians, Japanese and
Chinese were more often urbanresidents,
had substantially higher levels of adult
educational attainment, a much higher
proportion of employed males in white-
collar jobs, and substantially higher in-
.comes. 3/ In most of these measures,
Japanese and Chinese resembled whites
more closely than Negroes or Indians.
Socioeconomic differences explain part of
the difference in dropout rates among
nonwhite youths, but since white-Oriental
socioeconomic differencesare minor, they
apparently do not account for differences
in dropout rates between Japanese and
Chinese and whites 16-24 years old.

The higher educational attainment of
children from families in which one or
both parents are immigrants to the United
States may result from the amount of
emphasis these families place on educa-
tion. But dropout rates differ among whites

3/ These comparisons are based on the characteristics of

persons 35-64 years old--the age group including the majority

of parents of persons 16-24 years old (6).



Table 1.--School dropout rates and ethnic characteristics, by age and type of
residence, United States, 1960 1/

(Percentage not shown where base is less than 1,000 persons)

: White : Nonwhite
f f f ‘ f : Foreign or mixed parentage f f f f f
Age and . Total : . Total | . : - - ~ : R N : :
residence .persons. Total native~ N:::X:_: Northern .Central or:Southern: :Foigiﬁn : Negro ; Indian:Jazigese: Other
: ! white born p .or Western. Eastern | . Other | . : & N P . races
: : P yhite ° age * Buropean ° European sEuropean: stock ° white H :Chlnese :
PoE T { stock ! stock { stock T oy :
United States ;
(000) 121,262 18,604 18,267 16,568 500 348 332 518 Lot 2,361 77 76 53
; Pct. Pet. Pet. Pct. Pct. Pct.. Pct. Pet. Pct. Pct. Pct. Pct. Pct.
16-24 years; 27.2 25,1 24,7 25.1 15.7 13.0 23.5 31.1 39.8 43,7 48.7 9.8 26.6
16-17 : 16,2 15.2 15.1 15.3 9.9 8.2 15.7 18.4 19.1 24,3 29.0 5.0 16.2
18-19 ¢ 26.7 24,7 24,5 24.8 15.5 12.5 21.9 29.2 37.1 2.3 L6.1 5.8 28.3
20-21 : 31.7 29.1 28.7 29,3 16.8 4.1 25.0 36.1 43.9 52.0 58.1 9.9 30.6
22-24 : 342 31.h4 30.9 31.6 18.6 15.2 27.2 39.1 7.2 56.1 62.5 15.2 31.9
Urban: ; _
16-17 ¢ 14.8 13.9 13.8 14.0 8.8 7.8 15.5 17.1 17.8 22.5 27.2 5.1 13.1
18-19 : 23.7 21.8 21.5 21.8 1.2 10.9 21.4 26.4 35.9 39.5 40.6 5.6 23.5
Central Cities:;
16-17 ¢ 16.8 15.7 15.6 15.9 8.9 7.9 17.7 18.6 19.5 22.8 33 6.1 11.5
18-19 : 25.8 23.3 22.9 23.4 14.3 11.2 24,5 27.6 37.7 39.8 Ly 4 6.9 21.1
Rural: ; .
16-17 : 18.7 17.5 17.5 17.5 1k.5 10.6 18,0 23.4 28.4 27.6 29.5 4.8 23.1
18-19 ¢ 33.4  31.3 31.2 31.2 21.9 25.0 26.0 40.8 45,7 48,2 48.3 7.1 38.8
Rural nonfarm: ;
16-17 : 20.0 19.0 18.9 19.0 k.4 9.0 18.3 23.5 27.1 28.6 29.0 5.7 23.1
18-19 : 3b.5  32.7 32.6 32.7 23.5 244 26.9 40.5 Ls. k4 7.9 k7.9 8.4 39.8
Rural Farm: ;
16=17 : 15.7 1k 14,0 13.9 14.8 13.7 16.4 23.0 32.9 25.9 31.3 3.2 ~——
18-19 : 30.1 26.6 26.5 26.5 k.9 26.5 — ho.7 46.8 48.7 50.0 — -—

.

1/ Dropouts are persons with less than 12 years of school completed and not enrolled in school.

U, S, Bureau of the Census. U, S. Census of Population: 1960, -Subject'Reports. School Enrollment, Final Report PC (2) - 5A,
tables 1 and 11. U, S, Govt, Printing Off., Washington, D. C., 196k,




of various ethnic backgrounds and among
nonwhites of various races, so that dif-
ferences in emphasis on education cannot
be accounted for merely by theimmigrant
status of parents. For whatever reasons,
it appears that youths from families witha
European background (other than Southern
European) and from Japanese and Chinese
families are taking greater advantage of
educational opportunities than children
from families of other ethnic and racial
backgrounds. One probable result of this
comparatively high educational attainment
will be to improve their opportunities for
general social mobility.

Dropout rates for 16-to 17- and
18- to 19-year-old whites were highest
in rural-nonfarm areas and lowest in
urban. 4/ Dropout rates for rural Ne-
groes and Indians were higher than those
for any other ethnic or racial group;
almost half (48 percent) of alll18- and
19-year-old Negroes and Indians living
in rural areas were school dropouts.

By region and color.--With the ex-
ception of higher rates for rural-nonfarm
youths, size of place of residence was not
closely related to dropout rates either in
the South or in the North and West (table
2). The principal differences were between
urban and rural youths rather than among
youths within either broad residence cat-
egory. For example, dropout rates for all
urban 18- and 19-year-olds ranged from
19-24 percent in the North and West and
from 26-30 percent in the South; among
rural residents, rates ranged from 21-27
percent in the North and West and from
34-42 percent in the South. In general,
dropout ratesfor both whites and nonwhites
were higher in the South than in the North
and West,

Educational attainment of white and

and type of residence in the proportions
of dropouts who had completed 9 or more
years of school (table 3). In every type-
of-residence category, and for both white
and Negro dropouts, a higher proportion
of females than males had completed at
least 1 year of high school. 5/ Less than
half the Negro dropouts living in rural
areas in 1960 had completed as many as9
grades of school, Differences in the pro-
portions of whites andNegroes completing
9-11 years of school were greatest among
rural residents and least among those liv-
ing in central cities. For whites, the
highest proportions of dropouts with some
high school education were in the urban
fringe--areas including suburban commu-
nities; for Negroes, the proportions were
highest in central cities and declined with
size of place.

Differences in the amount of school-
ing received by urban and rural dropouts
may be partly accounted for by higher
rates of school retardation and less ad-
equate schoolfacilitiesin rural areas, and,
perhaps, by urban-rural differences in
the enforcement of laws governing com-
pulsory school attendance. Also, farm
males may have more occupational alter-
natives open to them than do urbanmales,
even if the available jobs consist only of
part-time employment on farms.

Negro school dropouts.--The average
school dropout 16-24 years old left school
during his tenth year of school, but there
was considerable variation by sex, color,

4/ Because data on age were not published in the same

‘detail by type of residence as for the entire United States,

dropout rates by residence could be computed only for 16-17-
and 18-19-year-olds. Throughout this report, urban and rural
dropout rates are  based on the number of urban and rural
residents enumerated in April 1960, It was not possible to
determine the degree to which migration of young persons
affected dropout rates,

S/ The age composition of school dropouts in each of the
residence categories was sufficiently similar so that age-ad-
justed proportions of dropouts with some high school differed
by 1 percent or more only in the case of nonwhite farm males,
Because the proportion of nonwhite farm male dropouts who
were 18-19 years old--ages where the proportion of dropouts
with some high school completed is high--was higher than that
for all males in the United States, age-adjustment resulted in
a figure 1.6 percentage points above the unadjusted figure,



Table 2.--School dropout rates and type of residence for persons 16-19 years old,
by age and color, North and West, and South, 1960 1/

(Percents independently rounded)

Urban : Rural

Region, age, ; ; ; ; ;
and color . Total ., : : : Places : Places : : Places :
: : Total : Central, Urban :of 10,000 : of 2,500 : Total :of 1,000 : Nonfarm: Farm
: : . cities, Iringe, .1 pore : to 10,000: to 2,500 : :
;Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
North and West: ;

Total, 16-17 years : 1k 13 16 11 13 12 1k 12 16 11
White + 13 13 15 10 13 12 1k 12 16 11
Nonwhite : 21 20 21 18 21 22 28 14 32 21

Total, 18-19 years : 23 20 2l 20 19 20 o7 20 30 o1
White : 22 20 22 19 18 20 26 22 30 21
Nonwhite . 37 36 37 35 32 37 by 35 L6 Lo

South: :

Total, 16-1T7 years : 22 19 20 16 20 19 2l 19 27 21
White : 21 18 18 15 19 19 24 18 26 19
Nonwhite : 25 23 oL 23 23 20 27 23 28 26

Total, 18-19 years : 3k 29 30 28 26 30 Lo 34 Lo 39
White ¢ 31 26 27 26 23 28 38 31 Lo 35
Nonwhite : b ko Lo 43 39 38 48 45 48 ko

os o0

E/ Dropouts are persons with less than 12 years of school completed and not enrolled in school.

U. S. Bureau of the Census. U. S. Census of Population: 1960. Subject Reports. School Enrollment, Final
Report PC(2)-5A, tables 2 and 12. U. S. Govt. Printing Off., Washington, D. C., 106k.




Table 3.--Selected data on years of school completed by school dropouts 16-24 years old, by sex,
color, and type of residence, United States, 1960 g._/

Male Female

White . Negro White Negro

Type of residence 'Percent.agei Percentage Percentage Percentage
* with ‘Median. with ‘Medien. with ‘Median’ with . Median

9-11 years; 9-11 years 9-11 years 9-11 years
Percent Years  Percent Years  Percent Years -~ Percent Years
United States 58 9.4 Lo 8.9 68 9.8 60 9.5
Central cities 6k 9.7 62 9.6 69 9.8 69 9.8
Urban fringe : 68 9.8 57 9.k T6 10.0 65 9.7
Other urban ; 57 9.4 Lk 8.6 68 9.8 56 9.3
Rural nonfarm 5k 9.2 37 8.2 63 9.6 L 8.8
Rural farm L2 8.7 2k 7.1 56 9.3 37 8.3

y Dropouts are persons with less than 12 years of school completed and not enrolled in school.

U.S. Bureau of the Census.
Final Report PCz25~5A, table 11.

U.S. Census of Population:

1960.

Subject Reports. School Enrollment,
D. c. ’ l L]

U. S. Govt. Printing Off., Washington,



ESTIMATED SCHOOL DROPOUT RATES AND SOCIOECONOMIC
CHARACTERISTICS: 16- AND 17-YEAR-OLDS

An implicit assumption in the analy-
sis of social and economic data by type of
residence is that the variations occurring
are due either to the distinguishing char-
Aacteristics of the area, (e.g., population
‘size and density), or to differences in the
characteristics of the populations. As
shown above, for example, ethnic and
racial characteristics were more closely
‘related to dropout rates than was urban-
rural residence. Often, classification by
urban-rural residence is used because
detailed information on occupational, ed-
ucational, and income distributions by re-
sidence isnot available andbecause urban-
rural residence is known to be related
to socioeconomic characteristics.

This section examines the relation-
ships between variations in estimated
dropout rates for 16- and 17-year-olds
and the socioeconomic characteristics of
these youths’ families, Limitations of the
data and the assumptions made are parti-
cularly important, First, itis assumedthat
the relationships between estimated drop-
out rates and socioeconomic character-
istics of families of 16- and 17-year-olds
are a valid indication of the general re-
lationships between dropout rates and
socioeconomic characteristics. Second,
because information required for com-

parisons of actual dropout rates by age
and family characteristics was not avail-
able from published census data, dropout
rates were based on published data on16-
and 17-year-olds not enrolled in school.
The assumption that-all 16- and 17-year-
olds not enrolled in school are high school
dropouts is not completely justified, since
some of these persons have completed
12 or more years of school and some of
those considered to be enrolled in school
have dropped out of school. Thus, for
16- and 17-year-olds in 1960, the actual
dropout rate, based on the number not
enrolled in school who had completedless
than 12 years of school, was 15,2 percent;
the estimated rate, based only onthe num-
ber not enrolled, was 19.1 percent; and if
those retarded two or more years in school
were added to the number of actual drop-

outs, the dropout rate would be 20.5 per-

cent. The assumption that all persons
16-17 not enrolled in school are dropouts

probably results in an overestimate of the
number of dropouts. The errorinvolvedis
greater for youths in families of higher
socioeconomic status where school re-
tardation rates are lowanda comparative-
ly high proportion have completed high
school at an early age. For families of
average or below average socioeconomic
status, the estimate is probably very close
to the actual dropout rate. 6/

Because dropout rates for 16- and
17-year-olds are lower than for youths
18-24 years old, dropout rates for 16- and
17-year-olds cannot be used as an esti-
mate of the rate for all youths. More-.
over, since information on socioeconomic
characteristics refers- only to families
with specified characteristics, the esti-
mated rates do not apply to all 16- and
17-year-olds. These limitations are im-
portant in interpreting results, but they
do not seriously affect conclusions on the
relationships between dropout rates and
socioeconomic characteristics., If any-
thing, since the overestimate of dropout
rates is greatest for youths from higher
status families, the data minimize the
actual relationship between dropout rates
and family characteristics that would be
shown by a more precise classification
of dropouts.

Estimated dropout ratesandoccupa-
tion of father.--Among I16- and I7-year-

olds Tiving with their employed father, the
lowest dropout rates were for youths
whose fathers were employed as pro-
fessional workers (5 percent) or nonfarm
managers (7 percent); the highest rates
were for children of farm laborers and
nonfarm laborers, 31 and 22 percent,

‘respectively (table 4). With the exception

of children whose fathers were employed
in farm occupations, there were only
minor differences by sex in estimated
dropout rates.

6/ Information on the occupations of fathers of 16- and 17-
year-olds who were not enrolled in school and who had com-

‘pleted high school shows that the proportion of youths who had

completed high school ranged from 36 percent for children of
professional workers to 4 percent for children of farm laborers.

“This information relates only to the 56 percent of all 16~ and

17-year-olds not enrolled in school who were living with one
or both parents and where the parent was employed.



Table 4,--Estimated school dropout rates for 16~ and 17-year-olds
living with employed father and occupation of father,
by color and sex, United States, 1960 1/

: A1l : Profes- : Managers, : :
¢ persons : sional, : pyymers sO0fficials, :Clerical :
Age, sex, : living :technical, : and farm® &nd Pro- : and : Sales
and color ¢ with : and ! nenagers’ prietors, : kindred : workers
s employed : kindred : manag ¢ except s workers :
: father 2/ : workers : farm : :
: Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Total, 16-17 years : 13.2 b7 13.8 7.1 10.0 TT
Male : 14,0 4.6 16.3 7.1 9.8 8.0
Female :  12.h k.9 11.0 7.1 10.2 Tl
White, total : 12,6 4.6 12.8 7.1 9.9 7.6
Male ¢ 13.3 Ly 15.2 7.1 9.6 7.8
Female :  11.8 4,9 9.9 7.1 10.1 7.3
Nonwhite, total : 20,3 8.7 21.8 11.6 12.5 18.8
Male s 21.5 11.6 24,6 12.0 12,8 21.7
Female s 19.1 6.0 18.7 11.3 12.1 15.0
Craftsmen, : : : :
: foremen, : Operatives : Farm s+ Laborers,
s and : and : Service : laborers : except
! kindred : kindred : workers and ¢ farm and
! workers :  workers : : foremen mine
:  Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Total, 16-17 years 13.0 17.4 15.2 3Lk 21.9
Female H 12,4 16.4 15.1 26.1 20.4
White, total : 12.8 17.1 14,5 31.6 22.2
Male : 13.k 18.0 14.8 35.7 23.7
Female : 12,1 16.1 14,2 26.3 20.5
Nonwhite, total 18.4 20.k4 18.0 30.9 21.3
Male : 18.2 21.k 16.9 35.8 22.3
Female : 18,5 19.5 19.1 25.6 20.1

1/ Dropouts are those 16-and 17-year-olds not enrolled in school.
g/ Includes persons whose father's occupation was not reported, not shown separately.

U. S. Bureau of the Census: U, S, Census of Population: 1960, Subject Reports.
School Enrollment, Final Report PC(2)~5A, table 7. U. S. Govt. Printing Off.,
Washington, D. C., 196k,
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Within each major occupation group,
dropout rates for nonwhite children were
higher than those for whites, but in the
case of families headed by a farm or non-
farm laborer, color differences indropout
rates were negligible, Only for nonwhite
children whose fathéers were in profession-
al, managerial, or clerical occupations
were estimated dropout rates lower than
the average for all white youths.

In general, both white and nonwhite
dropout rates were lowest for children in
white-collar families, second highest for
those in manual and service families, and
highest for those in farm and nonfarm
laborer families. Among children of farm
operators, the estimated dropout rate of
white youths ranked midway among the 10
major occuptation groups; the nonwhite
rate was second highest.

The amount of schooling received‘by
dropouts before leaving schoolalso varied

with occupation of their fathers. About

three-quarters of school dropouts living
with one or both parents and whose parent
was employed in a white-collar occupation
had completed 9-11 years of school be-
fore dropping out of school, 7/ Compar-
able proportions for childrenfrom manual
and service families and from farm fami-
lies were 58 and 33 percent, respectively.
Only 36 percent of dropouts from farm
operator families and 27 percent of those
from farm laborer families had completed
9-11 years of school.

Estimated dropout rates by parents’
educational attainment.--Comparisons of
estimated dropout rates for 16- and 17-
year-old males living with both parents
show, that with one exception, differences
«in estimated dropout rates by type of re-
sidence were negligible when educational
attainment of the father was considered
(table 5). The exception is in the case of
rural youths whose fathers were in the
lowest educational category, where drop-
out rates were higher for rural than for
urban children,

In families where both parents had
less than a grammar school education,
over a third of males 16-17 were not en-
rolled in school, compared with only about
7 percent in families where both parents
had completed high school. A dispropor-

tionate number of dropouts were from
families of low educational status. For
example, families in which the father had
completed less than 8 years of school
comprised 24 percent of all families, but
the number of estimated dropouts from
these families comprised 45 percent of
all estimated male dropouts 16-17years
old. In contrast, the proportion of all male
dropouts from families in which the father
had completed 8-11 years of school was
about the same as the proportion these
families comprised of all families. Only
about half as many dropouts as expected
were from families where the father had
completed high school, and only 30 percent
as many as expected were from families
where the father had completed at least
1 year of college.

Within each educational category,
estimated dropout rates for 16- and 17-
year-old males were lowest where the
mother had completed as many or more
years of school as had the father. Also,
the data indicate that the‘‘risk’’ of drop-
ping out of school was greatestinfamilies
where the husband married a woman of
lower educational status than himself and
least where the wife had more education .
than the husband. In none of the residence
categories was the dropout rate for 16- and
17-year-old males whose fathers had some
college higher than 7 percent; and if it is
assumed that wives of husbands who had
completed some college had themsevles
completed high school, then the dropout
rate for families where both parents had
at least a high school education did not
exceed 8 percent in any residence cate-

gory.

Estimated dropout rates by family
income and éducation of father.--Esti-
mated dropout rates for 16- and 17-year-
olds, living with one or both parents, whose
fathers had completed less than 8 yearsof

school varied from 37 percent for white
males in families with incomes of less than
$3,000 to 23 percent for those families
with incomes of $7,000 and over (table 6).

7/ These data are not strictly comparable with data based
on the number of children living with their employed father,
but supply the closest approximation possible from published
census reports.
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Table 5.--Estimated school dropout rates for male 16- and 17-year-olds living with both parents, by
education of parents and type of residence, and color, United States, 1960 ;/

" United States : ~ Type of residence

Education of parents : : . : : : : :
| P ‘Total ° White®' Nonwhite - Central: Urban : Other : Rural : Rural

cities:fringe : urban :nonfarm: farm

: Pet.  Pet.

Pet. Pet. Pet. Fet. Pet. Pet.

Father less than 8 years : 27 26 26 26 22 oL 30 30
Mother less than 8 years : 34 36 29 31 29 30 36 38
Mother 8 years or more : 20 20 21 21 19 18 22 20
Father 8 to 11 years : 15 15 18 17 13 12 16 14
Mother less than 8 years : 24 24 22 24 22 21 27 23
Mother 8 to 11 years : : 16 16 18 18 15 1k 17 15
Mother 12 years or some college : 9 9 12 11 9 7 8 8
Father 12 years | o 8 8 14 10 7 7 8 T
Mother less than 12 years : 11 11 17 1h 10 1 10 10
Mother 12 years S 6 13 8 7 5 7 6
Mother some college 4 L 6 5 L 4 6 L4
Father some college L 4 8 6 L 3 5 5
Mother less than college 6 5 1 7 5 L 6 T
Mother some college 3 3 6 3 2 2 L 3

.
-

1/ Dropouts are those 16- and 1T-year-olds not enrolled in school.

U.S. Bureau of the Census. U.S. Census of Population: 126 . Subject Reports. School Enrollment,
Final Report PC(2)-5A&, table 4. U. S. Govt. Printing Off., Washington, D. C., 196
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Table 6.-- Percentage of estimated dropouts:among persons 16-17 years old and education of parent and family income by urbaam-rural
residence, sex, and color for the United States, 1960

: Education of parent 2/ and family incom